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“a comprehensive review and analysis of the law governing judicial impartiality.” 


What factors might disqualify judges from hearing par- 
ticular cases? How can they deal with conflict-of-interest 
issues? When are self-disqualification and recusal motions 
appropriate? What financial and fiduciary interests present a 
conflict of interest? Can a judge hear cases involving a 
former law partner or family member? 

In this monograph, Professor Leslie W. Abramson of the 
University of Louisville School of Law discusses these and other 
related questions. The author has updated and expanded his 


study of judicial disqualification under Canon 3 of the Code of 
Judicial Conduct to include court decisions issued since the first 
edition of this work was published in 1986. 

Professor Abramson also surveys the provisions govern- 
ing disqualification in the revised Canon 3 of the American 
Bar Association’s 1990 Model Code of Judicial Conduct. As 
the author notes, the 1990 Code makes a number of 
changes to the rules regulating disqualification, which are 


described here. $9.95 (plus $2 postage and handling) 
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